Introduction {#hyw103s5}
============

Axitinib, a potent and selective inhibitor of vascular endothelial growth factor receptors (VEGFR) 1, 2 and 3 ([@hyw103C1]), showed significant improvement in progression-free survival (PFS) over sorafenib in previously treated patients with metastatic renal cell carcinoma (mRCC) in the randomized Phase III AXIS trial ([@hyw103C2]). Axitinib is approved for treatment of advanced second-line renal cell carcinoma (RCC) and administered at a starting dose of 5 mg twice daily (BID), which was the maximum tolerated dose determined in a Phase I dose-escalating study in patients with solid tumors ([@hyw103C3]). Since axitinib plasma exposure is variable among individuals, dose titration is permitted to optimize drug exposure, based on patient tolerability. The population pharmacokinetic--pharmacodynamic analysis of pooled data from axitinib studies indicates a higher plasma exposure is associated with a higher response rate and longer survival in patients with mRCC ([@hyw103C4]).

To prospectively evaluate the benefit of axitinib dose titration, a randomized Phase II study was conducted in treatment-naïve patients with mRCC ([@hyw103C5]). The objective response rate (ORR) of 54% (95% confidence interval \[CI\]: 40--67%) in the axitinib-titration arm was significantly higher than the 34% (95% CI: 22--48%) in the placebo-titration arm (*P* = 0.019), supporting the clinical benefit of axitinib dose titration in a subset of patients. The study additionally showed clinical activity of axitinib in the treatment of first-line mRCC.

Efficacy and safety of axitinib in Japanese patients with previously treated mRCC has been evaluated in a limited number of clinical studies ([@hyw103C6],[@hyw103C7]), warranting additional investigation. The aim of the current analysis was to assess the efficacy and safety of axitinib in Japanese vs. non-Japanese patients with first-line mRCC ([@hyw103C5]). Additionally, potential predictive factors for PFS in first-line mRCC were explored using data from the overall population. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first report of such analyses in patients with first-line mRCC treated with axitinib.

Patients and methods {#hyw103s6}
====================

Details of this randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled Phase II study of axitinib in patients with first-line mRCC, conducted in six countries, including Japan, have been previously reported ([@hyw103C5]). In brief, patients received axitinib 5 mg BID during a 4-week lead-in period (cycle 1); those who met the randomization criteria (Fig. [1](#hyw103F1){ref-type="fig"}) over 2 consecutive weeks were stratified by Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance status (ECOG PS) 0 vs. 1 and randomly assigned (1:1) to receive axitinib or placebo titration in 4-week cycles. Patients who did not meet the criteria continued on study (non-randomized arm). The primary endpoint was investigator-assessed ORR and secondary endpoints included PFS, overall survival (OS), safety and axitinib plasma pharmacokinetics. The study was performed with the approval of institutional review boards or independent ethics committees and in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki, the International Conference on Harmonization Guidelines on Good Clinical Practice and applicable local regulatory requirements. Written informed consent was provided by each patient. This study is registered with ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT00835978). Figure 1.Study design. Doses in parenthesis indicate blinded therapy.

As detailed previously ([@hyw103C5]), patients aged ≥18 years with histologically confirmed mRCC with a component of clear-cell histology, at least one measureable disease, no prior systemic therapy for mRCC, ECOG PS 0 or 1, adequate organ function and baseline blood pressure (BP) ≤140/90 mmHg were eligible. Key exclusion criteria included concurrent use of more than two antihypertensive medications and brain/central nervous system metastasis. Starting on cycle 2 Day 1, randomized patients received axitinib 5 mg BID (open-label) plus axitinib 2 mg BID or placebo (blinded therapy). After ≥ 2 consecutive weeks at this dosage, patients who continued to meet the randomization criteria could have their dose increased to the maximum level of axitinib 5 mg BID plus axitinib 5 mg BID or placebo. If at any time patients experienced treatment-related toxicity, study treatment was interrupted or the dose reduced (blinded therapy first) ([@hyw103C5]).

Radiographic tumor assessments were performed at baseline; weeks 8, 16 and 24; and every 12 weeks thereafter, according to Response Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors version 1.0. Safety was monitored throughout the study and adverse events (AEs) were graded according to the Common Terminology Criteria for AEs version 3.0. BP readings were taken in clinic and at home. Serial pharmacokinetic samples were collected in a subset of patients pre-dose and 0.5, 1, 2, 4 and 6 hours post-dose on cycle 1 Day 15 (prior to dose titration: 5 mg BID) and cycle 2 Day 15 (post-dose titration: 7 mg BID). Plasma axitinib concentrations were measured using a validated high-performance liquid chromatography with tandem mass spectrometry method ([@hyw103C3]). Statistical analyses were previously described ([@hyw103C5]). Median PFS was estimated using the Kaplan--Meier method. Axitinib pharmacokinetic parameters were estimated using non-compartmental analyses. Exploratory analyses to assess predictive factors for PFS were conducted using Cox proportional hazard model, witheach variable evaluated in the univariate analysis with Wald test. The final model was constructed by a stepwise method with a 5% level of significance.

Results {#hyw103s7}
=======

Of the 213 patients enrolled, 44 were Japanese and 169 were non-Japanese. All Japanese patients were enrolled at sites in Japan. Compared with non-Japanese patients, a higher percentage of Japanese patients had ECOG PS 0, smaller tumor size at baseline and fewer metastatic sites as well as fewer lymph node and adrenal metastases (Table [1](#hyw103TB1){ref-type="table"}). One Japanese and nine non-Japanese patients discontinued during the lead-in period. Following the lead-in period, 11 (25%) Japanese patients were randomly assigned to axitinib (*n* = 6) or placebo titration (*n* = 5) and the remaining 32 Japanese patients continued axitinib treatment in the non-randomized arm, whereas 50 and 51 non-Japanese patients were randomized to axitinib and placebo titration, respectively, and the remaining 59 patients to the non-randomized arm (Fig. [2](#hyw103F2){ref-type="fig"}). At the primary data cutoff date (12 October 2012), 48% of Japanese and 79% of non-Japanese patients discontinued treatment, mostly due to disease progression (Fig. [2](#hyw103F2){ref-type="fig"}). AEs were the reason for treatment discontinuation in five (11%) Japanese and 15 (9%) non-Japanese patients. Median duration of treatment was longer in Japanese vs. non-Japanese patients, respectively, in the axitinib titration (604 vs. 409 days) and the non-randomized arms (618 vs. 365 days); however, a higher percentage of Japanese than non-Japanese patients, respectively, required dose reductions (axitinib titration: 50% vs. 14%; non-randomized: 50% vs. 39%) (Table [2](#hyw103TB2){ref-type="table"}). The median axitinib daily dose and relative dose intensity were lower in Japanese than non-Japanese patients. Figure 2.CONSORT diagram (A) Japanese and (B) non-Japanese patients. Table 1.Patient demographics and baseline clinical characteristics in Japanese vs. non-Japanese patientsJapanese *n* = 44Non-Japanese *n* = 169*P* valueAge, median (range), years66 (42--81)61 (28--87)0.0231^[a](#hyw103tfn2){ref-type="table-fn"}^Sex, *n* (%) Male30 (68)113 (67)1.0000^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Female14 (32)56 (33)Race, *n* (%) White0162 (96)\<0.0001^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Asian44 (100)2 (1) Black02 (1) Other03 (2)Height, mean (SD), cm162 (9)172 (10)\<0.0001^[a](#hyw103tfn2){ref-type="table-fn"}^Weight, mean (SD), kg61 (12)83 (18)\<0.0001^[a](#hyw103tfn2){ref-type="table-fn"}^ECOG PS, *n* (%)^[c](#hyw103tfn4){ref-type="table-fn"}^ 037 (84)99 (59)0.0015^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ ≥17 (16)70 (41)Prior nephrectomy, *n* (%) Yes37 (84)146 (86)0.8077^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ No7 (16)23 (14)No. of metastatic sites, *n* (%) 117 (39)24 (14)0.0003^[d](#hyw103tfn5){ref-type="table-fn"}^ 213 (30)44 (26) 36 (14)46 (27) ≥48 (18)55 (33)Metastatic sites (lung vs. lung + others), *n* (%) Lung only9 (20)16 (9)0.0627^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Lung + others35 (80)153 (91)Metastatic sites (individual), *n* (%) Lung30 (68)119 (70)0.8538^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Lymph node13 (30)86 (51)0.0169^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Kidney13 (30)37 (22)0.3194^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Liver6 (14)47 (28)0.0766^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Adrenal3 (7)46 (27)0.0042^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Bone7 (16)30 (18)1.0000^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Pancreas1 (2)4 (2)1.0000^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^Time from histopathological diagnosis to treatment, median (range), weeks56 (0.1--952)23 (0.1--1338)0.9223^[e](#hyw103tfn6){ref-type="table-fn"}^Time from metastatic diagnosis to treatment, median (range), weeks7 (0.9--263)8 (0.7--456)0.4476^[e](#hyw103tfn6){ref-type="table-fn"}^Sum of longest diameter for target lesion, median (range), mm75 (10--376)99 (10--466)0.0013^[e](#hyw103tfn6){ref-type="table-fn"}^Presence of metastases (*de novo*) at initial diagnosis, *n* (%) No25 (57)94 (56)1.0000^[b](#hyw103tfn3){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Yes19 (43)75 (44)[^3][^4][^5][^6][^7][^8] Table 2.Exposure to study drug in Japanese vs. non-Japanese patientsJapaneseNon-JapaneseAxitinib titrationPlacebo titrationNon-randomizedAxitinib titrationPlacebo titrationNon-randomized*n* = 6*n* = 5*n* = 32*n* = 50*n* = 51*n* = 59Days on study^[a](#hyw103tfn7){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Median604315618409392365 Range106--657305--59164--81642--106243--107533--1089Days on drug^[b](#hyw103tfn8){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Median578305530385369358 Range91--636229--59146--78738--99043--10734--1084Dose reduced \<5 mg BID, *n* (%)3 (50)1 (20)16 (50)7 (14)4 (8)23 (39)Average daily dose administered, mg^[c](#hyw103tfn9){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Median9.713.48.513.617.39.6 Range8.3--13.98.0--18.63.9--10.45.2--19.57.4--19.54.1--10.0Relative dose intensity, %^[d](#hyw103tfn10){ref-type="table-fn"}^ Median921257813217192 Range80--13577--18612--10547--19565--1966--100[^9][^10][^11][^12]

Among Japanese patients, overall ORR was 66% (95% CI: 50--80%) and axitinib titration resulted in a numerically higher ORR compared with placebo titration (67% vs. 40%, respectively). Among non-Japanese patients, overall ORR was 44% (95% CI: 36--52%), favoring axitinib titration over placebo titration (52% vs. 33%, respectively). In the non-randomized arm, ORR in Japanese and non-Japanese patients (72% vs. 53%, respectively) was similar to the corresponding axitinib-titration arm (Table [3](#hyw103TB3){ref-type="table"}). The mean percentage of tumor shrinkage in the axitinib-titration arm was numerically larger in Japanese than non-Japanese patients, whereas those in the placebo titration and non-randomized arms were similar (Table [4](#hyw103TB4){ref-type="table"}). In the overall population, the mean percentage change from baseline in tumor size was −34.7%, −26.2% and −42.7% in the axitinib titration, placebo titration and non-randomized arm, respectively. Twenty-nine Japanese patients (4 in the axitinib titration, 2 in the placebo titration and 23 in the non-randomized arm) achieved a ≥30% decrease in tumor size (Fig. [3](#hyw103F3){ref-type="fig"}). Figure 3.Maximum percentage change from baseline in tumor size in Japanese patients. The dotted line indicates a 30% decrease in tumor size. Table 3.Best response by RECIST in Japanese vs. non-Japanese patientsJapaneseNon-JapaneseTotal^[a](#hyw103tfn12){ref-type="table-fn"}^Axitinib titrationPlacebo titrationNon-randomizedTotal^[b](#hyw103tfn13){ref-type="table-fn"},[c](#hyw103tfn14){ref-type="table-fn"}^Axitinib titrationPlacebo titration^[c](#hyw103tfn14){ref-type="table-fn"}^Non-randomized*n* = 44*n* = 6*n* = 5*n* = 32*n* = 169*n* = 50*n* = 51*n* = 59Best response, *n* (%) CR00001 (1)1 (2)00 PR29 (66)4 (67)2 (40)23 (72)73 (43)25 (50)17 (33)31 (53) SD13 (30)2 (33)3 (60)8 (25)47 (28)11 (22)21 (41)15 (25) PD2 (5)001 (3)36 (21)13 (26)11 (22)10 (17) Not assessed00009 (5)01 (2)2 (3) Indeterminate00002 (1)001 (2)ORR, %^[d](#hyw103tfn15){ref-type="table-fn"}^6667407244523353 95% CI^[e](#hyw103tfn16){ref-type="table-fn"}^50--8022--965--8553--8636--5237--6621--4839--66[^13][^14][^15][^16][^17][^18] Table 4.Tumor shrinkage in Japanese vs. non-Japanese patientsJapaneseNon-JapaneseTotal^[a](#hyw103tfn17){ref-type="table-fn"}^Axitinib titrationPlacebo titrationNon-randomizedTotal^[b](#hyw103tfn18){ref-type="table-fn"},[c](#hyw103tfn19){ref-type="table-fn"},[d](#hyw103tfn20){ref-type="table-fn"}^Axitinib titration^[d](#hyw103tfn20){ref-type="table-fn"}^Placebo titration^[c](#hyw103tfn19){ref-type="table-fn"},[d](#hyw103tfn20){ref-type="table-fn"}^Non-randomized^[d](#hyw103tfn20){ref-type="table-fn"}^*n* = 44*n* = 6*n* = 5*n* = 32*n* = 169*n* = 50*n* = 51*n* = 59Change from baseline in sum of tumor diameter for target lesion (%) Mean−40.2−41.6−27.5−43.0−33.9−33.8−26.1−42.6 SD23.219.516.323.937.341.936.931.7[^19][^20][^21][^22]

At the time of the primary endpoint analysis, median PFS could not be estimated for Japanese patients (95% CI: 16.6 months to not estimable) since only 18 events had occurred, compared with 12.2 months (95% CI: 10.1--16.4 months) among non-Japanese patients (Fig. [4](#hyw103F4){ref-type="fig"}A). In the updated analysis (data cutoff date, 17 May 2013) conducted in Japanese patients only, 23 patients had events and median PFS was 27.6 months (95% CI: 16.6--33.2 months; Fig. [4](#hyw103F4){ref-type="fig"}B). OS data were not mature in Japanese patients at the primary or follow-up analyses (12 of 44 patients died). Figure 4.Kaplan--Meier estimates of progression-free survival (PFS) in (A) Japanese vs. non-Japanese patients at 12 October 2012 data cutoff, and (B) Japanese patients at 17 May 2013 data cutoff. NE, not estimable.

Hypertension and diarrhea were the most common all-causality AEs in both Japanese and non-Japanese patients (Table [5](#hyw103TB5){ref-type="table"}). The nature of common AEs was generally similar between Japanese and non-Japanese patients, but incidence rates of some AEs, including hypertension, hand--foot syndrome, dysphonia, hypothyroidism and proteinuria, were higher in Japanese patients and more Japanese than non-Japanese patients, respectively, received antihypertensive (95% vs. 64%) and hypothyroidism (64% vs. 32%) medications. Among Japanese patients, hypothyroidism and decreased appetite were more common with axitinib titration vs. placebo titration, whereas dysphonia, proteinuria and headache were more common in the placebo-titration vs. axitinib-titration arms (Table [6](#hyw103TB6){ref-type="table"}). Table 5.Common treatment-emergent, all-causality AEs reported by all Japanese vs. non-Japanese patientsAE, *n* (%)^[a](#hyw103tfn22){ref-type="table-fn"}^Japanese*n* = 44Non-Japanese *n* = 169All-gradeGrade 3/4All-gradeGrade 3/4Hypertension40 (91)^[b](#hyw103tfn23){ref-type="table-fn"}^29 (66)^[b](#hyw103tfn23){ref-type="table-fn"}^98 (58)34 (20)Diarrhea33 (75)1 (2)94 (56)16 (9)Hand--foot syndrome32 (73)^[b](#hyw103tfn23){ref-type="table-fn"}^6 (14)36 (21)2 (1)Dysphonia30 (68)^[b](#hyw103tfn23){ref-type="table-fn"}^055 (33)2 (1)Hypothyroidism30 (68)^[b](#hyw103tfn23){ref-type="table-fn"}^044 (26)0Proteinuria27 (61)^[b](#hyw103tfn23){ref-type="table-fn"}^1 (2)36 (21)2 (1)Decreased appetite21 (48)3 (7)55 (33)4 (2)Fatigue21 (48)2 (5)83 (49)12 (7)Stomatitis15 (34)^[b](#hyw103tfn23){ref-type="table-fn"}^015 (9)1 (1)Nasopharyngitis14 (32)^[b](#hyw103tfn23){ref-type="table-fn"}^08 (5)0Weight decreased13 (30)2 (5)40 (24)11 (7)Dysgeusia12 (27)023 (14)0Nausea11 (25)1 (2)62 (37)4 (2)Alopecia9 (20)010 (6)0Constipation9 (20)039 (23)1 (1)Epistaxis9 (20)09 (5)0Headache8 (18)040 (24)2 (1)Vomiting4 (9)049 (29)4 (2)Dyspnea4 (9)1 (2)36 (21)5 (3)Pain in extremity3 (7)034 (20)2 (1)[^23][^24][^25] Table 6.Common treatment-emergent, all-causality AEs reported by Japanese patients in each treatment armAE, *n* (%)^[a](#hyw103tfn24){ref-type="table-fn"}^Axitinib titration *n* = 6Placebo titration *n* = 5Non-randomized *n* = 32All-gradeGrade 3/4All-gradeGrade 3/4All-gradeGrade 3/4Hypertension5 (83)3 (50)5 (100)2 (40)29 (91)23 (72)Diarrhea5 (83)05 (100)023 (72)1 (3)Hypothyroidism5 (83)^[b](#hyw103tfn25){ref-type="table-fn"}^03 (60)022 (69)0Hand--foot syndrome5 (83)1 (17)5 (100)022 (69)5 (16)Dysphonia4 (67)05 (100)^[c](#hyw103tfn26){ref-type="table-fn"}^021 (66)0Proteinuria3 (50)1 (17)4 (80)^[c](#hyw103tfn26){ref-type="table-fn"}^020 (63)0Fatigue3 (50)03 (60)015 (47)2 (6)Decreased appetite5 (83)^[b](#hyw103tfn25){ref-type="table-fn"}^03 (60)013 (41)3 (9)Nasopharyngitis1 (17)01 (20)012 (38)0Stomatitis2 (33)02 (40)011 (34)0Alopecia00009 (28)0Epistaxis1 (17)0008 (25)0Hyperuricemia00008 (25)1 (3)Weight decreased3 (50)1 (17)2 (40)08 (25)1 (3)Dysgeusia3 (50)02 (40)07 (22)0Headache001 (20)^[c](#hyw103tfn26){ref-type="table-fn"}^07 (22)0Nausea2 (33)02 (40)07 (22)1 (3)[^26][^27][^28]

The range for the maximum observed plasma concentration (C~max~) and area under the plasma concentration--time curve from time zero to last time of measurable concentration (AUC~last~) of axitinib on cycle 1 Day 15 (i.e. at steady-state prior to dose titration) in Japanese patients generally overlapped with those in non-Japanese patients (Fig. [5](#hyw103F5){ref-type="fig"}). Dose titration from 5 mg BID to 7 mg BID generally resulted in increased axitinib plasma exposure (Fig. [6](#hyw103F6){ref-type="fig"}). The median C~max~ and AUC~last~, respectively, in 10 patients, including two Japanese, increased from 40.8 ng/ml and 101 ng·h/ml before the dose titration to 48.3 ng/ml and 136 ng·h/ml following the dose titration. Based on the limited patient data, axitinib pharmacokinetic parameters for Japanese patients were within the range of those for non-Japanese patients. Figure 5.Pharmacokinetics of axitinib on cycle 1 Day 15 in a subset of Japanese and non-Japanese patients following 5 mg twice daily administration. Figure 6.Pharmacokinetics of axitinib prior to dose titration (5 mg twice daily) and post dose titration (7 mg twice daily).

Univariate analysis of the data in the overall population identified a significant (*P* ≤ 0.05) association between PFS and Asian ethnicity, ECOG PS, numbers and site (lung plus others vs. lung only) of metastasis, time from histopathological diagnosis to treatment, sum of the longest diameter for target lesion (tumor size), presence of *de novo* metastasis at initial diagnosis and baseline hemoglobin (Table [7](#hyw103TB7){ref-type="table"}). In the multivariate analysis, time from histopathological diagnosis to treatment \<1 year or sum of the longest diameter for target lesion greater than median (89 mm) at baseline remained significantly associated with shorter PFS (Table [7](#hyw103TB7){ref-type="table"}). In an additional univariate analysis to evaluate the effect of individual metastatic sites, results showed presence of baseline lymph node, liver and bone metastases to be potential predictors for PFS (Table [8](#hyw103TB8){ref-type="table"}). However, baseline lactate dehydrogenase and hemoglobin levels were found not to be substantially different between patients with or without lymph node, liver or bone metastases ([Table S1](http://jjco.oxfordjournals.org/lookup/suppl/doi:10.1093/jjco/hyw103/-/DC1)). Table 7.Univariate and multivariate analyses of predictive factors for progression-free survival (PFS) in the overall population*n*mPFS, mo (95% CI)Hazard ratio (95% CI)^[a](#hyw103tfn28){ref-type="table-fn"}^*P* value^[b](#hyw103tfn29){ref-type="table-fn"}^*Univariate analyses*Age, years \<6513611.1 (8.3--16.6)1 ≥657717.5 (13.9--26.7)0.73 (0.50--1.06)0.0941Sex Male14315.7 (11.1--22.5)1 Female7013.9 (9.2--17.4)1.14 (0.79--1.64)0.4736Race White16212.8 (10.1--16.5)1 Asian46NE (14.6--NE)0.58 (0.36--0.94)0.0279 Black26.5 (1.8--11.2)2.67 (0.65--10.89)0.1709 Other323.9 (2.8--25.1)1.15 (0.37--3.64)0.8088Body weight, kg ≤655614.9 (8.3--19.3)1 \>65 to ≤76519.2 (5.7--24.8)0.93 (0.57--1.52)0.7736 \>76 to ≤895315.7 (11.1--23.9)0.88 (0.55--1.42)0.5957 \>895316.6 (10.3--25.1)0.82 (0.51--1.34)0.4380ECOG PS 013616.6 (13.7--24.8)1 ≥ 1778.1 (4.7--16.6)1.58 (1.11--2.26)0.0115Prior nephrectomy Yes18314.6 (11.2--19.0)1 No3012.7 (5.6--22.2)1.31 (0.79--2.15)0.2942No. of metastatic sites 14124.8 (13.7--NE)1 25722.2 (10.3--27.6)1.19 (0.67--2.11)0.5624 35213.8 (7.4--16.6)1.97 (1.13--3.42)0.0166 ≥46311.1 (5.6--16.6)2.12 (1.24--3.63)0.0064Metastatic sites (lung vs. lung + others) Lung only2525.1 (13.9--NE)1 Lung + others18813.8 (11.1--16.6)1.91 (1.03--3.54)0.0411Time from histopathological diagnosis to treatment, years ≥18822.5 (16.3--26.7)1 \<112510.3 (8.1--14.5)1.81 (1.26--2.59)0.0013Time from metastatic diagnosis to treatment, years ≥12016.6 (8.3--NE)1 \<119314.5 (11.1--17.5)1.15 (0.62--2.14)0.6563Sum of longest diameter for target lesion ≤Median^[c](#hyw103tfn30){ref-type="table-fn"}^10721.6 (13.9--25.1)1 \>Median^[c](#hyw103tfn30){ref-type="table-fn"}^10511.1 (7.6--14.5)1.74 (1.23--2.47)0.0018Presence of metastases (*de novo*) at initial diagnosis No11916.6 (11.5--25.1)1 Yes9412.7 (8.3--16.6)1.44 (1.02--2.04)0.0376Baseline lactate dehydrogenase^[d](#hyw103tfn31){ref-type="table-fn"}^ ≤1.5 × ULN19815.7 (12.2--19.1)1 \>1.5 × ULN112.8 (1.7--NE)2.12 (0.99--4.56)0.0536Baseline hemoglobin ≥LLN11916.6 (13.8--24.5)1 \<LLN9411.5 (8.1--14.9)1.43 (1.01--2.03)0.0414*Multivariate analyses*^[e](#hyw103tfn32){ref-type="table-fn"}^Time from histopathological diagnosis to treatment, years \<1 vs. ≥11.66 (1.15--2.40)0.0068Sum of longest diameter for target legion \>Median^[c](#hyw103tfn30){ref-type="table-fn"}^ vs. ≤Median^[c](#hyw103tfn30){ref-type="table-fn"}^1.63 (1.14--2.32)0.0069[^29][^30][^31][^32][^33][^34] Table 8.Univariate analysis of baseline individual metastatic sites for PFS in the overall population*n*mPFS, mo (95% CI)Hazard ratio (95% CI)^[a](#hyw103tfn33){ref-type="table-fn"}^*P* value^[b](#hyw103tfn34){ref-type="table-fn"}^Lung metastases No6416.4 (11.1--25.1)1 Yes14913.9 (11.0--17.4)1.21 (0.83--1.78)0.3220Lymph node metastases No11419.4 (13.7--26.7)1 Yes9911.0 (8.1--16.4)1.79 (1.26--2.53)0.0010Kidney metastases No16314.6 (11.0--17.5)1 Yes5014.5 (11.9--22.2)1.01 (0.67--1.52)0.9743Liver metastases No16016.6 (14.6--24.5)1 Yes535.5 (3.0--11.1)2.32 (1.60--3.36)\<0.0001Adrenal metastases No16416.3 (11.5--19.0)1 Yes4912.8 (7.6--22.9)1.14 (0.77--1.69)0.5248Bone metastases No17616.6 (13.7--22.9)1 Yes375.6 (1.9--12.8)2.26 (1.50--3.41)0.0001Pancreatic metastases No20814.5 (11.1--16.6)1 Yes5NE (11.5--NE)0.35 (0.09--1.44)0.1461[^35][^36]

Discussion {#hyw103s8}
==========

Subgroup analyses of the data from the randomized Phase II study showed that axitinib has anti-tumor activity in first-line mRCC in Japanese patients. The ORR in the axitinib-titration arm was higher than that in the placebo-titration arm among Japanese patients, consistent with the results of the overall population ([@hyw103C5]). Furthermore, axitinib treatment resulted in higher ORR and longer median PFS (\>2 years) in Japanese patients compared with non-Japanese patients, which might have been due, at least in part, to a higher percentage of Japanese patients with more favorable baseline clinical characteristics (ECOG PS 0, one site of metastasis, smaller baseline tumor size and fewer lymph node or liver metastases). Axitinib plasma pharmacokinetics do not appear to contribute substantially to the differences in clinical outcomes since C~max~ and AUC~last~were generally comparable between Japanese and non-Japanese patients in this study, which is in agreement with previous findings from Phase I studies of axitinib ([@hyw103C8]--[@hyw103C10]). The comparable pharmacokinetics between Japanese and non-Japanese patients observed for axitinib in this study are similar to the results reported for other VEGFR-tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKIs), sunitinib, sorafenib and pazopanib ([@hyw103C11]--[@hyw103C13]). In the absence of any major racial/ethnic differences in axitinib pharmacokinetics, other patient factors and/or clinical practice would have accounted for the better clinical outcome in Japanese than non-Japanese patients. In this study, fewer Japanese than non-Japanese patients, respectively, were assigned to titration arms (25% vs. 60%) because more Japanese than non-Japanese patients, respectively, failed to meet randomization criteria (diastolic BP \> 90 mmHg \[16% vs. 8%\] or treatment-related grade 3/4 AEs \[28% vs. 8%\]) during the lead-in period. Additionally, despite meeting randomization criteria, more Japanese than non-Japanese patients (30% vs. 19%, respectively) were not randomized, at investigator\'s discretion, for reasons such as presence of multiple AEs.

While cross-study comparisons need to be interpreted with caution, median PFS of 27.6 months in axitinib-treated Japanese patients was almost twice as long as the 12.2 months reported in treatment-naïve Japanese patients treated with sunitinib ([@hyw103C14]), and longer than those treated with other anti-angiogenic inhibitors in first- or second-line mRCC ([@hyw103C15]--[@hyw103C20]). The results of the current study, therefore, generate a hypothesis for potential therapeutic use of axitinib in Japanese patients with first-line mRCC. It should be noted that in a randomized Phase III study of axitinib in treatment-naïve patients with mRCC (one-quarter of whom were Asian), the difference in the primary endpoint of PFS between axitinib and sorafenib did not reach statistical significance in the overall population (median PFS: 10.1 vs. 6.5 months; hazard ratio 0.77 \[95% CI: 0.56--1.05\]; one-sided *P* = 0.038), but median PFS was significantly longer with axitinib than sorafenib in patients with ECOG PS 0 (13.7 vs. 6.6 months; hazard ratio 0.64 \[95% CI: 0.42--0.99\]; one-sided *P* = 0.022) ([@hyw103C21]).

Axitinib was reasonably well tolerated, as evidenced by treatment discontinuation due to AEs in 11% and 9% of Japanese and non-Japanese patients, respectively. Common AEs with axitinib, known class effects of antiangiogenic TKIs ([@hyw103C18]--[@hyw103C20]), were generally similar between Japanese and non-Japanese patients and were manageable. However, the incidence of several AEs (hypertension, hand--foot syndrome, dysphonia, hypothyroidism and proteinuria) was higher in Japanese patients. Differences in the frequency of some AEs between Asian and non-Asian patients have been described for other antiangiogenic TKIs [@hyw103C15],[@hyw103C22]--[@hyw103C26]), which might partly be explained by differences in genetic background [@hyw103C27],[@hyw103C28]). Although the number of Japanese patients in each randomized arm was too small to draw any meaningful conclusion, no major differences in the safety profile were noted between the axitinib- and placebo-titration arms. The common AEs in Japanese patients in this first-line mRCC study were comparable to those reported in the second-line setting [@hyw103C6],[@hyw103C7]).

Based on the favorable efficacy results observed in Japanese patients, exploratory analyses were performed to investigate baseline patient characteristics that may be predictive for PFS in the overall population. Several factors (e.g. prior therapy, ECOG PS, hemoglobin level) have been identified as risk factors for PFS and/or OS in patients with second-line mRCC treated with axitinib [@hyw103C4],[@hyw103C29]), but there has been no report of similar analyses in first-line mRCC. In univariate analyses using data from 213 treatment-naïve patients in this study, several patient baseline characteristics were found to be significantly (*P* \< 0.05) associated with median PFS. In the multivariate analysis, time from histopathological diagnosis to treatment and baseline tumor size remained as independent predictive factors. Incidentally, another multivariate analysis of pooled data in patients with mRCC (74% of whom were treatment-naïve) treated with sunitinib identified time from diagnosis to treatment as one of the independent predictors for PFS ([@hyw103C30]). In an additional univariate analysis for individual metastatic sites in the current study, significantly shorter PFS was observed in patients with lymph node, liver or bone metastasis. However, interestingly, no significant difference was found in baseline levels of lactate dehydrogenase or hemoglobin, which are other prognostic factors used in the Memorial Sloan-Kettering Cancer Center (MSKCC) risk scoring system, between patients with and without lymph node, liver or bone metastasis. In this study, calcium concentrations were not measured; hence, the limitation of the analyses was that MSKCC or Heng risk factors ([@hyw103C31]) could not be included. The factors identified for PFS mostly coincide with baseline characteristics that were significantly different between Japanese and non-Japanese patients, and might explain the better clinical outcomes in Japanese patients. Therefore, the current analyses would help identify patients who would likely or unlikely benefit from axitinib treatment, not only for Japanese patients, but also non-Japanese patients.

In conclusion, axitinib was effective and well tolerated in Japanese patients with previously untreated mRCC. The time from histopathological diagnosis to treatment and baseline tumor size were found to be associated with axitinib efficacy in first-line treatment of mRCC. The predictive factors for PFS identified in the current analyses warrant further investigation.
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[^1]: This study is registered with ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT00835978).

[^2]: Present address: Niigata University Graduate School of Medical and Dental Sciences, Niigata, Japan

[^3]: ECOG PS, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance status; SD, standard deviation.

[^4]: ^a^Using t-test.

[^5]: ^b^Using Fisher\'s exact test.

[^6]: ^c^Per case report forms and the last measure taken prior to dosing. One non-Japanese patient had ECOG PS 2.

[^7]: ^d^Using Cochran-Armitage trend exact test.

[^8]: ^e^Using Wilcoxon test.

[^9]: ^a^Number of days between date of first dose and date of the last dose or data cutoff date + 1.

[^10]: ^b^Total number of days on which axitinib was actually administered.

[^11]: ^c^Total dose administered divided by actual number of days treated.

[^12]: ^d^(Total dose administered / 5 mg BID) × 100.

[^13]: CR, complete response; ORR, objective response rate; PD, progressive disease; PR, partial response; RECIST, Response Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors; SD, stable disease; CI, confidence interval.

[^14]: ^a^Includes one patient who received treatment and withdrew during the lead-in period.

[^15]: ^b^Includes nine patients who received treatment and withdrew during the lead-in period.

[^16]: ^c^One patient in placebo-titration arm did not have measurable disease at baseline.

[^17]: ^d^CR plus PR.

[^18]: ^e^Using exact method based on F distribution.

[^19]: ^a^Includes one patient who received treatment and withdrew during the lead-in period.

[^20]: ^b^Includes nine patients who received treatment and withdrew during the lead-in period.

[^21]: ^c^One patient in placebo-titration arm did not have measurable disease at baseline.

[^22]: ^d^Data are missing for 12, one, three and two patients in the total, axitinib titration, placebo titration and non-randomized arm, respectively.

[^23]: AE, adverse event.

[^24]: ^a^Reported by ≥20% of either Japanese or non-Japanese patients.

[^25]: ^b^≥20% higher in Japanese than non-Japanese patients.

[^26]: ^a^Reported by ≥20% of patients in the non-randomized arm.

[^27]: ^b^≥20% higher in the axitinib-titration than the placebo-titration arm.

[^28]: ^c^≥20% higher in the placebo-titration than the axitinib-titration arm.

[^29]: LLN, lower limit of normal; mPFS, median progression-free survival; NE, not estimable; ULN, upper limit of normal.

[^30]: ^a^1 equals reference.

[^31]: ^b^Using Wald test.

[^32]: ^c^Median equals 89 mm in the overall population.

[^33]: ^d^Baseline lactate dehydrogenase levels were missing for four patients.

[^34]: ^e^Final model constructed by a stepwise method with a 0.05 significance level.

[^35]: ^a^1 equals reference.

[^36]: ^b^Using Wald test.
